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West's Key Number Digest 


West's Key Number Digest, Court Commissioners#jj=5 


On a motion to revise a court commissioner's rulings or decisions, the court in which the commissioner serves is to 
conduct a de novo review. 


On a motion to revise a court commissioner's rulings or decisions, the court in which the commissioner serves is to conduct a 


de novo review, | based upon the evidence and issues presented to the commissioner.” While revision is much like an appeal, 
the judge is not required to defer to the fact finding discretion of a court commissioner like an appellate court would defer 


to a subordinate court's exercise of fact finding discretion on appeal.’ Review is not limited to a determination of whether a 
commissioner's findings and order are supported by substantial evidence,* and the court may decide to acquit a defendant simply 


because the judge evaluates the evidence differently than the commissioner did.’ 


The judge is limited to a review of the evidence and issues presented to the commissioner and correctly refuses to consider new 


issues and new evidence offered on the motion for revision. The court may, however, remand the case to the commissioner 
for further proceedings, including the taking of further evidence, without finding that any error occurred in the proceedings 


before the commissioner.’ 
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